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ADMISSION STANDARDS POLICY

I ntroduction

The Commission wasdirected by the Colorado General Assembly to develop admission
standards for the public higher education institutions in Colorado. This admissions
policy was adopted by the Commission in responseto that directive and is scheduled for
implementation beginning fall 1987. It establishes state-level admission standards for
both first-time freshmen and transfer students at each of the Colorado baccalaureate
public institutions. It aso includes an implementation schedule and a technical
appendix describing the computation method and the definition of termsused within the

policy.

Applicants who meet the Commission's standards are not guaranteed admission to the
institution. Individual institutions may make admission decisions based on other criteria
aswell, including high school curriculum, special talents, and experiencesresulting in
standards more rigorous than those specified by the Commission in this policy.

Each institution may admit students who do not meet these standards up to anumber not
to exceed 20 percent of the admitted pool of students. The purpose of this"window" is
to provide the institution the flexibility to admit promising students who meet
institutionally established criteria but not the Commission's numerical standards. Of
particular interest to the Commission are minority students, studentswith specia taents,
and students with disabilities, including those with learning disabilities. In addition,
there are a number of types of students explicitly exempted from the admission
standards within this policy. Special students, students visiting from other campuses,
and students with foreign transcripts are examples of afew types of students exempted.

The analytical data on which thispolicy isbased, isfall 1985 admissions data provided
by the institutions. As the database is expanded from the fal to the full year, the
anaytical basis for this policy may change, and changes in the standards may be
proposed. The Commissionwill review the dataannually to determineif changesinthe
standards and/or the implementation schedule are appropriate.

Statutory Basis

There are anumber of sections of the law that are applicable to the establishment of the
Commission's policy on admission standards. These are listed below.

23-1-108 (1) (e) Establish state policiesthat differentiate admission and program
standards and that are consistent with institutional role and missions as described in
statute and further defined in paragraph (c) of this subsection (1);

23-1-113 Commission directive -- admission standards for baccalaureate and
graduate institutions of higher education.
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(1) (& The Commission shal commence immediately to establish and the
governing boards shall implement academic admission standardsfor first-timefreshmen
and transfer students at all state-supported baccalaureate and graduate institutions of
higher education in the state. The standards shall be established by the Commission,
after consultation with the governing boards of institutions, and the first step of
implementation shall be completed by the governing boards by the beginning of thefall
term in 1986.

(b) Thestandardsestablished shall useat least two of thefollowing three criteria
for first-time admitted freshmen students. Standardized test scores, high school grade
point average, and high school class rank. The criteria established shall be consistent
with the role and mission established for each state-supported institution of higher
education. In lieu of such criteria, additional criteria may be used for up to twenty
percent of the admitted freshmen. Students who meet the minimum criteria for
admission shall not be guaranteed admission to the institution to which they have
applied, but they shall be eligible for consideration.

(c) The standards established shall use college grade point average. In lieu of
such criterion, additional criteriamay be used for up to twenty percent of the admitted
transfer students. The academic admission standards and policies established for
transfer students shall be consistent with the student transfer agreements established by
the Commission pursuant to section 23-1-108 (7).

(d) () No other admission standards shall be imposed by any agency or
committee of the executive or legislative branch of state government.

(I1) This paragraph (d) is repealed, effective June 30, 1988.

(2) The Commission shall make an annual report to the General Assembly
detailing the specific admission requirements in the categories of students described in
subsection (1) of this section at each campus and institution of higher education. Such
reports shall be due not later than January 1 of each year, beginning January 1, 1986.

23-1-108 (1) (c) Determine the role and mission of each state-supported
institution of higher education within statutory guidelines,

23-20-101 (1) (&) TheBoulder campus of the University of Colorado shall bea
comprehensive graduate research university with high admission standards.......

(b) The Denver campusof the University of Colorado shall beacomprehensive
baccalaureate liberal arts and sciences institution with high admission standards.......

(c) The Colorado Springs Campus of the University of Colorado shall be a
comprehensive baccalaureate liberal arts and sciences institution with selective
admission standards.....

23-31-101 Colorado State University shall beacomprehensive graduate research
university with high admission standards.....

23-40-101 TheUniversity of Northern Colorado shall beageneral baccalaureate
and specialized graduate research university with selective admission standards.....

23-41-105 The School of Mines shall be a specialized baccalaureate and
graduate research institution with high admission standards....

23-51-101 ... Adams State College, which shall be a general baccaaureate
institution with moderately selective admission standards.
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3.00

23-52-102 ... Fort Lewis College, which shall be a general baccalaureate
institution with moderately selective admission standards.

23-53-101 ..... Mesa State College, which shall be a genera baccaaureate
institution with moderately selective admission standards.

23-54-101 ..... Metropolitan State College, which shall be a comprehensive
baccalaureate institution with modified open admission standards, except that
non-traditional students, as defined by the Colorado Commission on Higher Education
after consultation with the Board of Trustees of the Consortium of State Colleges, who
are at least twenty years of age shall only have an admission requirement of a high
school diploma, a GED high school equivalency certificate, or the equivalent thereof.

23-55-101 ... University of Southern Colorado which shall be a general
baccal aureate and polytechnicinstitution with moderately sel ective admission standards.

23-56-101 Western State College of Colorado shall be ageneral baccalaureate
institution with moderately selective admission standards.

Goalsfor the Commission Admission Standards

In this policy, the Commission states its conviction that the level of academic rigor
needsto beincreased at most of the baccalaureate institutionsinthe state. The academic
environment can be improved in part through the selection of students who are
appropriately prepared academically and are equipped to make use of their higher
education opportunity. But the policy is also achallenge to the institutions to increase
the academic expectations and demands placed on its students in their collegiate
experience. Institutions with open admission policies are challenged to play arolein
increasing standards by equipping their potential transfer studentsin the basic skillsin
order that they may continue their education and effectively compete in more
competitive academic programs.

Through the implementation of these policies, the Commission wishes:

» toassure entry into the higher education system for al motivated students and
the ability to transfer among institutions based on academic performance;

» toraise the academic standards of most of the four-year institutions within the
state;

» to provide diversity in the academic standards of baccalaureate programs,
assuring access and challenge to students of diverse preparation and potential;

e to achieve an academic climate that contributes to the realization of student
potential by providing challenges of high performance;
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4.01

» to establish and reaffirm the principle that the opportunity to be admitted to
college and to specific courses of study must be earned -- while assuring that the
opportunity to enter the system is not denied;

* to set performance expectations with clarity and to communicate those
expectations to prospective students;

» to encourage the use of transfer for students wishing or required to begin their
collegiate experience a an ingtitution in alower tier;

* tomonitor any redistribution of studentswhich may result so that rates of change
do not damage the educationa environment or the financia stability of each
institution;

» torecognizethe state goal of diversity by establishing and monitoring statewide
affirmative action policies; and

* to remove enrollment caps on institutions which meet the Commission's
admission standards, up to the limits of the campus's physical facilities.

In addition, the implementation of admission standards will complete one of the major
assignments of the General Assembly. With the adoption of standards and action on
other major assignments such as the teacher education study, program discontinuance,
graduate program differentiation, and master planning, the Commission will have
addressed many issues of efficiency within the system. Beginning at thispoint and over
the period of implementation of these projects, it isthe Commission'sintent to advocate
amajor investment by the state in the system.

First-Time Freshmen Standards
Background

The Commission has devel oped asingle scalefor eval uating the achievement records of
first-time freshmen students. The scale incorporates measures of standardized test
scores, high school class rank, and high school grade point average. The description of
the development of the single scale approach follows:

» High school grade point average and classrank were collected and analyzed for
fall 1985. Grade point average and class rank were found to be closely related
and acorrespondence was defined. It wasused to create the Commission'sHigh
School Performance Index, with a mean and median of 50 and a standard
deviation of 10.

» Similarly, standardized test scores from the ACT and SAT from the pool of
applicantsto Colorado public baccalaureateinstitutions of higher education were
collected and analyzed for fall 1985 to create the Commission's Standardized
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4.02

Test Index. Thisindex hasamean and median of 50 and a standard deviation of
10.

*  TheCommission's AdmissionsIndex was computed by adding the Commission's
High School Performance Index and the Commission's Standardized Test Index.
This creates a scale with amean of 100. It isthis scale that is used to define
admission standards for first-time freshmen students.

» Eachinstitution may admit students who do not meet these standards, but who
meet other criteria, up to anumber not to exceed 20 percent of the admitted pool
of students. The purpose of this "window" is to provide the institution greater
flexibility in recognizing promising students who do not meet these particular
numerical standards, but who theinstitution believeswill succeed. Of particular
interest are minority students, students with special talents, and students with
disabilities, including those with learning disabilities.

» First-timefreshmen applicants, who meet the Commission admissionsindex, are
not guaranteed admission to the institution. Individual institutions may make
admission decisions based on other criteria as well, including high school
curriculum, specia talents, and experiences. Institutions are encouraged to
select the more qualified applicants from those who meet the Commission
standards.

The precise definition of terms and the description of the computational methods used to
arrive at the Commission's Admissions Index for first-timefreshmen can befound inthe
Technical Appendix.

Standards

This section presents the results of the Commission's analysis of the fall 1985 pool of
first-time freshmen applicants to Colorado public colleges and universities. The
statewide equivalence of high school grade point average (GPA) and classrank and the
statewide distribution of these combined measures are presented first. The statewide
distribution of standardized test scores and the equival ence between types of test scores
is presented second. The last portion of this section presents the specific standards for
each of the Colorado public colleges and universities.

4.02.01 High School GPA and High School Class Rank

Tablel displaystherelationship of grade point average (GPA) classrank, and the
Commission'sHigh School PerformanceIndex. Tablel illustrates, for example,
that astudent with a2.5 GPA would rank between the41st and 46th percentilein
classrank. For thisstudent, the Commission's High School Performance Index
iIs41. Table Il shows that more than 84 percent of all applicants have a high
school GPA of 2.5 or higher.

4.02.02 Standardized Test Scores
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4.02.03

4.02.04

4.02.05

Approved Policy

Table | also displays the relationship of ACT test scores, SAT test scores, and
the Commission's Standardized Test Index. Asan example, astudent scoring 20
on the New ACT test would be expected to score between 910 and 930 on the
New SAT test. This student would receive a 42 on the Commission's
Standardized Test Index. Tablell showsthat 72 percent of al applicantshavean
ACT score of 20 or higher.

Commission's Admission Standards Index

The Commission's Admission Standards Index Score for any student isthe sum
of the Commission's High School Performance Index and the Commission's
Standardized Test Index. Thisoverall index scorewill have 100 asthe mean for
the applicant pool. Tablelll displaysthe Commission's Admission Index Score.
To illustrate the use of thistable, a student with a high school class rank of 80
who received a25 onthe ACT test would have an index score of 105 and would
be in the upper 41.7 percent of the applicant pool. There were an average of
13,321 applicants in the pool with an index score of 105 or better.

Commission Standards

TablelV setsforth the Commission's standards for first-time freshmen for each
of the institutions.

Reporting of Data

Ingtitutions shall report al undergraduate, freshman applicants to the
Commission on the Undergraduate Applicant File of the Student Unit-Record
Data System. This datawill be used to monitor the compliance of institutions
with the Commission's standards and to evaluate the policy's impact on
institutions and students. (See Commission policy V-C for definitions and
reporting dates.)
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4.03 Implementation Schedule

The standards will be met by all institutions by the fiscal year 1991-92. Both Colorado
State University and the University of Northern Colorado have the full five years for
implementation. They must decrease the window size annually by at least 1/5 of the
difference between the fall 1985 actual window and the permanent 20 percent window.
The Colorado School of Mines, the University of Colorado-Colorado Springs, and
Adams State College aready meet the standards and must maintain at least the minimum
standards set by this policy. The University of Colorado-Boulder, Fort Lewis College,
Mesa State College, the University of Southern Colorado, and Western State College
have until 1989-90 to implement the standards and must decrease the window size
annually by at least 1/3 of the difference between thefall 1985 actual and the permanent
20 percent window. Metropolitan State College and the University of Colorado-Denver
almost meet the standards and have until the Fall of 1987 to meet the standards. TableV
displaysthe windows as they appear for fall 1985 and the maximum size of the window
permitted during the implementation period.

Each year the Commission staff will collect data on enrollment, transfer, and first-time
freshmen admission standards for all institutions and will prepare a report for
Commission consideration. In July of each year, the Commission will formally review
the background data and reconsider the question of whether the ultimate standards
designated under the policy should be retained or modified and whether the
implementation schedule should continue on track. Over the next year the base of data
will be collected for the entire 1986-87 year rather than for only the fall term. Some
change in the scale and in institutional placement on this scale is expected.

The potential impact of admission standards on the governing board appropriation will
be considered annually by the Commission when it sets the percentage allocation of
funding for the governing boards.

5.00 Transfer Students
5.01 Background

No single scale comparable to that for first-time freshmen has been developed for
transfer admission standards. Instead, the admissions standards are based on the grade
point average from previous collegiate work, transfer hours, and high school record.

Similar to thefirst-time freshmen standards, each institution may admit studentswho do
not meet the standards, but who meet other criteria, up to a number not to exceed 20
percent of the admitted pool of students. The purpose of this"window" isto providethe
institution greater flexibility in recognizing promising students who do not meet these
particular numerical standards, but who the institution believes will succeed. Of
particular interest to the Commission are minority students, studentswith specia talents,
and students with disabilities, including those with learning disabilities.
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5.03

Transfer applicants who meet the CCHE admission requirements are not guaranteed
admission to theinstitution. Individual institutionswill make decisions based on other
criteriaaswell, including the collegiate curriculum and special talentsand experiences.
Institutions are encouraged to sel ect the more qualified applicants from those who meet
the Commission standards.

Standards
To meet the CCHE transfer admissions standards, students must meet one of the
following conditions. A student must:
5.02.01 have earned fewer than 30 collegiate semester hours and meet the first time
freshmen standards for the institution;
5.02.02 be enrolled in a CCHE approved guaranteed transfer agreement and meet the
minimum academic qualifications outlined therein;
5.02.03 have earned 12 to 29 collegiate semester credit hours and have the GPA shown
in Table VI (page 20); or
5.02.04 have earned 30 or more collegiate semester credit hoursand havea 2.0 GPA in
previous college courses.
5.02.05 Reporting of Data
Institutions shall report all undergraduate, transfer applicantsto the Commission
on the Undergraduate Applicant File of the Student Unit-Record Data System.
This data will be used to monitor the compliance of institutions with the
Commission's standards and to evaluate the policy's impact on institutions and
students. (See Commission policy V-C for definitions and reporting dates.)
Implementation Schedule

The standards for transfer must be fully implemented by next year, 1987-88. TableVII
(page 21) displays the windows as they appear for fall 1985. No institution greatly
exceeds the 20 percent window but there are anumber of institutionswith no data. The
standards and/or the implementation schedule may need to change if the data, when
collected, presents a different picture.

Each year the Commission staff will collect enrollment data on transfer and first-time
freshmen admission standards for all ingtitutions and will prepare a report for
Commission consideration. In July of each year, the Commission will formally review
the background data and reconsider the question of whether the ultimate standards
designated under the policy should be retained or modified and whether the
implementation schedule should continue on track. Over the next year the base of data
will be collected for the entire 1986-87 year rather than for only fall term. Some change
inthescaleandininstitutional placement on thisscaleisexpected. Some provision may
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6.01

also be needed for those institutions who have not systematically collected these datain
the past. It may take them more than a year to implement the systems and collect the
data.

The potential impact of admission standards on the governing board appropriation will
be considered annualy by the Commission when it annually sets the percentage
alocation of funding for the governing boards.

Special Issues

A number of special issues have been identified in the process of developing the
Commission admission standards. The resolution of these issues is presented in this
section. In many cases, the resol ution represents an exception to the standards presented
above.

Specia Students Without a Bachelor's Degree

Thereis aneed to provide a specia policy for specia students because these students
typicaly:

» are adults who have been out of school;
* represent alarge number of students at the urban campuses;

» frequently decide late that they wish to take a course leaving too little time for
the admissions process; and/or

» areonlyinterested in acourse or two and are not interested in adegree program.

In fall 1985, there were 769 specia students at the University of Colorado-Denver and
452 at the University of Colorado-Colorado Springs.

Specia students without a bachelor's degree are exempt from admission standards and
may attend an institution without being required to show credentials if the following
conditions are met:

* The student is 20 years of age or older as of September 15 for admission in a
summer or fall term or as of February 15 for admission in a winter or spring
term;

* Thestudent is not enrolled in a degree program;

* The student maintains a 2.0 grade point average while enrolled as a specid
student; and
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* Theinstitution has a policy approved by Commission staff limiting the time or
the number of credit hours during which a student may remain in the special
student category.

Specia students without a bachel or's degree that do not meet the above criteriawill be
counted as part of the calculation of an institution'sfirst-time freshmen window. Once
reported and included in the window cal culation, these studentswill not subsequently be
subject to admission standards at that institution.

Institutions shall report all first-time, undergraduate special student applicants to the
Commission on the Undergraduate Applicant File of the Student Unit-Record Data
System. This data will be used to monitor the compliance of institutions with the
Commission's standards and to evaluate the policy'simpact on institutions and students.
(See Commission policy V-C for definitions and reporting dates.)

In addition, the Commission will monitor the number of enrolled special studentsasa
percentage of the total number of enrolled students for each year. If this percentage
increases significantly, the Commission will reconsider this special student exception.

6.02 Summer Students

There are two types of newly entering summer students recognized in this policy:
1) studentswho plan to attend the institution for the summer term only; and 2) students
who plan to complete a degree at the institution and begin their program in the summer
term. (Note, in March 1988, the Commission removed the provision in this policy for
Summer Provisional Programs, effective September 1988.) Only the second category of
students must meet the admission standards at the time of their admission.

The first category of student is frequently a different constituency than the institution
serves in the academic year. They come to the institution for the summer only. They
take a few courses and do not pursue a degree at the institution. These students are
exempt from Commission's admission requirements.

Institutions shall report all summer student applicants to the Commission on the
Undergraduate Applicant File of the Student Unit-Record Data System. This datawill
be used to monitor the compliance of institutions to the Commission's standards. (See
Commission policy V-C for definitions and reporting dates.)

6.03 Non-Traditional Students

Theterminology "non-traditiona student™" has been aeuphemism for older students. The
terminology isused in statute in the role and mission for Metropolitan State College. In
the statute (23-54-101), stating the role and mission of Metropolitan State College,
admission standards are described as modified open "...except that non-traditional
students...who are at least 20 years of age shall only have an admission requirement of a
high school diploma, a GED high school equivalency certificate, or the equivalent
thereof." Non-traditional student is not referenced in the laws for any other campus.
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The Commission staff proposal for defining non-traditional students at Metropolitan
State Collegeis asfollows:

6.03.01 First-Time Freshmen and Transfer Students - First-time freshmen and transfer
students who are at least 20 years of age on or before September 15 for
admission in asummer or fall term or on or before February 15 for admissionin
awinter or spring term are considered non-traditional students.

6.04 Students with Foreign Transcripts

Studentswith foreign transcriptsrepresent aparticular circumstance. Foreign transcripts
cannot be easily converted into equivalentsto determineif they meet the Commission's
admissions requirements.

The Commission's policy for students with foreign transcriptsis as follows:

6.04.01 International students with a United States high school or collegiate transcript
must betreated asaregular transfer or first-timefreshmen student and must meet
the standards defined by the Commission.

6.04.02 Students having only foreign transcripts, whether they are first-time freshmen at
the collegiate level or transfer students, will be treated as a special category of
students and will not be considered in the cal cul ations determining whether the
institution has met the Commission’'s admission standards. The Commission
directs the individual institutions to evaluate to the best of their ability, the
foreign credentials presented by the student to assure that they are of an
equivalent level to those students admitted under the Commission's standards.

6.05 Two-Y ear Students at Adams State College and Mesa State College

There are two baccaaureate institutions in the state with legaly defined roles and
missions at the two-year level: Adams State College in Alamosa and Mesa State
College in Grand Junction. For Adams State College, the statutory statement reads,
"Adams State College shall offer...two year transfer programswith acommunity college
role and mission but shall not offer vocational education programs.”

For Mesa State College, the statutory reference reads, "Mesa State College shall also
maintain a community college role and mission, including vocational and technical
programs.” Students attending community and junior collegesor applying for admission
to thetwo-year programs at Adams State College or Mesa State College are not required
to meet Commission admission standards.

Students may be admitted at Adams State College or Mesa State College in either a
two-year or afour-year program. Those admitted to thefour-year programsasfirst-time
freshmen must meet first-time freshmen admission standards. Students admitted into
the two-year programs must meet the Commission's transfer admission standards in
order to pass from the two-year programs to the four-year programs. As part of the
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6.07

6.08

Commission's accountability role in the area of admission standards, the Commission
will collect data on students admitted into and transferred out of two-year programs on
the Adams State College and Mesa State College campuses.

Auraria Common Pool of Courses

Thereiscurrently acommon pool of courses shared between Metropolitan State College
and the University of Colorado-Denver onthe Aurariacampus. Studentsenrolled at the
University of Colorado-Denver may take courses offered by faculty at Metropolitan
State College and have those courses appear on their transcript asif they were offered by
the University of Colorado-Denver. Similarly, students at Metropolitan State College
may take University of Colorado-Denver coursesthat are apart of thiscommon pool and
have them appear on their transcript asif they were Metropolitan State College courses.

This practice has led to issues about transfer and how students are admitted to the two
different programs at the University of Colorado-Denver and Metropolitan State College
and whether this practice should be continued with the newly imposed admission
standards.

This current arrangement is not addressed in the context of the admission standards
project. If thereisto be changein thispractice, it will be addressed as a separate issue.
So long asthis practice continues, students may be admitted either into the University of
Colorado-Denver program under UCD admission standards or into the Metropolitan
State College program under M etro standards and may continueto participatein the pool
COUrses.

High School Concurrent Enrollment

There exists on many of the college and university campuses, the opportunity for high
school students to take selected college courses while in high school. Approval of the
high school and the college or university isnecessary. To participate in these programs,
high school students must have taken the basic secondary courses and have proven
themselvesto be well qualified for college level work. These students are not required
to meet Commission admission standards.

Students With Baccalaureate Degrees

Many students, particularly at urban institutions, return to campus after receiving a
baccal aureate degree and take additional baccalaureate level courses. Because these
students have aready proven themselves by successfully completing a baccalaureate
degree, the Commission will not consider them as part of the admission pool for
baccalaureate level programs. Institutions will not count these students as part of their
admitted pool. Theinstitutions should maintaintheir recordsin such away asto clearly
identify these students as post-baccalaureate students although they are taking
undergraduate courses.
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6.11

6.12

6.13

Extended Studies Students

Students admitted to degree programs, whether those programs are offered on or
off-campus, must meet the Commission'sadmission standards. Studentsnot enrolledin
degree program but who take individual Extended Studies courses are not required to
meet Commission admission standards. The Commission intends that the Extended
Studies courses be available to all who wish to take them but they should not be used as
aroute into on-campus degree program. The Commission will monitor the number of
students entering on-campus programs as transfer students from the Extended Studies
Program. If this number increases significantly, the Commission will reevaluate this

policy.
Course Requirements

The Commission adopted, on October 7, 1983, recommendations concerning the
secondary school curriculum. The Commission strongly encourages institutions and
governing boards to follow these or more rigorous recommendations, but does not
require such standards as part of its admissions standards policy.

GED Students

The GED test isatest of equivalency for the high school diploma. Students without a
high school diplomawho receive a score of 55 or greater are considered to have met the
Commission standards for the high and selective institutions. Students receiving 45 or
greater meet the Commission standards for the moderately sel ective and modified open
institutions. Thisrouteto admissionisnot to be used by studentswith thediploma. The
Commission will closely monitor this category of admission.

International and National Student Exchange Programs

Students enrolled in an institution for one year or less through formal international or
national exchange agreements will not be counted in the applicant or admission pool.

Length of Time Required to Keep Institutional Records

An institution must keep up to one full past year of files and records to document
admission decisions. Theserecords must be availableto auditors and must be sufficient
to justify the admission decisions made and the data submitted to the Commission as
part of SURDS Undergraduate Applicant Filereports. For example, during the 1994-95
fiscal year, aninstitution must maintain completerecordsfor 1993-94. Once1994-95is
complete, the 1993-94 data does not need to be maintained, but the 1994-95 datawould
be kept during the 1995-96 fiscal year.
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7.00

7.01

7.02

8.00

8.01

Penalties For Not Meeting the Standards

Proceduresfor Updating This Policy
Updating the Technical Appendix

Each July, the Commission shall produce an annual report on admission standards. This
report will be submitted by the following January to the General Assembly satisfying the
statutory requirement that "the Commission shall make an annual report to the Genera
Assembly detailing the specific admissions requirements in the categories of students
described in subsection (1) of this section at each campus and institution of higher
education. Such report shall be due not later than January 1 of each year, beginning
January 1, 1986." Part of the July action of the Commission will be an update of the
technical appendix to the Commission's admission standards policy. The technical
appendix and the annual update will include the precise definition of termsand methods
of calculation and the resulting quantitative assessment of the admission standards for
each of thefour-year college and university campuses. The Commissionwill work with
governing board representatives in annually developing the update on the technical
appendix.

Updating the Standards

With the adoption of this policy, the Commission will have established admission
standardsfor each of the baccal aureate college and university campuses beginning with
the 1987-88 academic year. Beginning in 1991-92, after fall implementation of the
Commission's standards, the Commission will reconsider its admission standards policy
on afive-year basis. During the implementation period the Commission will annually
reconsider itsstandards. Of particular importance in theannual review will beareview
of thefiscal impact of the standards. The outcome of thisreview may result in achange
inthefinal standards, in theimplementation schedule, and/or inthe allocation of generd
funds established by the Commission.

Enrollment Limitson Admission Standards
Standardsfor Out-of-State Students Must Equal or Exceed Those For In-State Students
SB 93-136 added the following language to 23-1-113 (1) (a):
Effective July 1, 1993, the academic admission standards
established for determining admission of studentswho do not have
in-state status, as determined pursuant to section 23-7-103, shall

equal or exceed those established for determining admission of
in-state students.
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The admission standards policy (as described in sections 1.00 through 6.00)
applies equally to both in-state and out-of-state students, no differentiation is
made by tuition status and the 20 percent windows apply to the pool of all
accepted students. It ispossible, however, for aningtitution to useits available
window "slots" to give preferential treatment to applicants according to student
residency. Such a practice would violate the intent of the new statutory
language. Therefore, thefollowing procedureswill be carried out yearly in order
to monitor compliance with the intent of this new requirement.

8.01.01 Separate Window Calculationsfor In-State and Out-of-State A ccepted Students

Each fiscal year, after fina Undergraduate Applicant data has been submitted
and edited, separate window calculationswill be made by Commission staff for
studentsreported asin-state and out-of -state. Ingtitutionswhosein-state window
percent is less than the out-of-state percent (by at least 0.5 percent) will be
subject to further analysis. If this further review is not indicated by this
comparison, then the institution will be considered to be in compliance.

8.01.02 Acceptance Decisions by Admission Index Range

The acceptance decisions made by institutions who do not meet the criteria
identified in 8.01.01 will be analyzed. Data will be aggregated by in-state and
out-of-state applicant for the following nine categories of admissionindex score:
No Score; LO -- 78; 79 -- 85; 86 -- 91; 92 -- 97; 98 -- 102; 103 -- 110; 111 --
120; and 121 -- HI.

Within each category, the number of total applicants and the percent offered
admission will be calculated for both in-state and out-of -state applicants. If the
percent of in-state applicants offered admission isgreater than the percent of out-
of-state applicantsin almost every case, then theinstitution will be considered to
be in compliance with the intent of the statutory language. One or two
exceptionswill not necessarily be considered as evidence of lack of compliance
as long as these exceptions do not indicate a clear preference for out-of-state
applicants, especially in the ranges around the institution's cutoff score.

8.01.03 Conseguence for Not Complying With Statutory Intent
If the data for an institution does not show compliance with the analysis
described in both 8.01.01 and 8.01.02, then staff will formally request an
explanation and corrective action from the institution’'s governing board, and a
discussion item for Commission review will be prepared.

8.02 Not less than 55 percent of the incoming freshman class at each state-supported
institution of higher education shall be in-state students.

SB 93-136 added the following directive to statute (amended by SB 94-218):
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8.02.01

8.02.02

8.02.03

Approved Policy

23-1-113.5. Commission directive - resident admissions. It is the
intent of the general assembly that all state-supported institutions of
higher education operate primarily to serve and educate the people of
Colorado. The general assembly therefore directs the commission to
devel op admission policiesto ensure that, beginning with thefall term of
1994 and for the fall term of each year thereafter, not less than fifty-five
percent of the incoming freshman class at each state-supported institution
of higher education are in-state students as defined in section 23-7-102
(5). Commencing with the fall term of 1995, this requirement shall be
met if the percentage of in-state studentsin theincoming freshman class
for thethen current fall term and thetwo previousfall termsaveragesnot
lessthan fifty-five percent. Such fifty-five percent requirement shall also
apply to the up to twenty percent of incoming freshmen students
admitted based on criteria other than standardized test scores, high
school class rank, and high school grade point average pursuant to
section 23-1-113 (1) (b).

Use of the Fall Term, SURDS Enrollment File

Fall term datafrom the Student Unit-Record Data System (SURDS) Enrollment
File will be used to test compliance.

Calculation of the In-State Percentage for First-Time Freshmen

This statutory language appliesto all public institutions, including state system
community colleges and local district colleges. Thein-state percentage will be
calculated from the selection of all students on the Fall Enrollment File who
meet the following conditions: credit hours - resident instruction greater than
zero (in other words, students with only extended studies or sponsored program
credit hours will be excluded from this calculation); student level equal 11, 12,
or 19; and registration status equal 1 or 2. The percent will be calculated asthe
total number meeting the above condition divided into those from thisgroup that
are reported as having in-state tuition status. It should be noted that this
calculation includes all enrolled students, including those who were admitted
through an institution's admission window, with the exception of native
American students attending Fort Lewis College, who are excluded from this
calculation. Beginning with fall 1995, the average of the most recent three fall
term percentages will be used to test compliance. This percentage will be
caculated as the total in-state over the three years divided by the total
enrolIment.

Consequence for Not Complying With 55 Percent Restriction

If the data for an institution shows an in-state percent less than 55 percent for
first-time freshmen, then staff will formaly request an explanation and
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corrective action from the institution's governing board, and a discussion item
for Commission review will be prepared.

8.03 Not lessthan two-thirds of total enrollment should bein-state (with an exception for the
Colorado School of Mines that uses a 60 percent limit).

The second part of 23-1-113.5 that was added by SB 93-136 (and amended by
SB 94-218) states:

23-1-113.5. Commission directive - resident admissions. ... In
addition, the commission shall develop admission policies to ensure,
beginning with the fiscal year which begins July 1, 1994 and for each
fiscal year thereafter, that not less than two-thirds of the total student
enrollment, including undergraduate and graduate students, at each
campus of each state-supported institution of higher education, except
the Colorado school of mines, are in-state students as defined in section
23-7-102 (5) and that not less than sixty percent of the total student
enrollment, including undergraduate and graduate students, at the
Colorado school of mines are in-state students as defined in section
23-7-102 (5). This requirement shall be met if, commencing with the
fiscal year that begins July 1, 1995, the fraction of in-state students, as
defined in section 23-7-102 (5), enrolled at each state-supported
institution of higher education, except that the Col orado school of mines,
averages not less than two-thirds of the total fisca year student
enrollment for the then current fiscal year plus the two previous fisca
years. For the Colorado school of minesthisfraction of in-state students
shall benot lessthan three-fifths. Such policies shall beimplemented no
later than July 1, 1994. ...

(2) (8 The provisions of subsection (1) of this section regarding the
fraction of students who are in-state students attending the Colorado
school of mines shall also apply to western state college.

(b) Thissubsection (2) is repealed, effective July 1, 1997.

(3) Theprovisionsof subsection (1) of this section regarding thefraction
of students who are in-state students at institutions of higher education
do not apply to any native American student who attends fort lewis
college. The calculation of the fraction of students at fort lewis college
who are in-state students shall exclude any native American student
attending the college.
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8.03.01

8.03.02

8.03.03

Use of the Student Enrollment Report

Full-time equivaent (FTE) student enrollment will be used. This data is
reported to the Commission on the Student Enrollment Report, as specified in
the CCHE Policy for Reporting Full-Time Equivalent Sudent Enrollment. Full
fiscal year datawill beused. Thisisthe same datareported by theinstitutionson
Format 70 in their Budget Requests.

Calculation of the In-State Percentage for Total Enrollment

This statutory language appliesto al public institutions, including state system
community colleges and local district colleges. The total resident instruction
FTE from the Student Enrollment Report will be divided into the total in-state
resident instruction FTE. Institutions, with the exception of the Colorado School
of Mines (and Western State College prior to July 1, 1997), whose percentageis
greater than or equal to two-thirds (66.67 percent) will bein compliancewiththe
policy. For the Colorado School of Mines (and Western State College prior to
July 1, 1997), compliance is a percentage of 60 percent or higher. Fort Lewis
College will supply the Commission with the FTE enrollment of their native
American students so that their FTE can be excluded from these calculations.
Beginning with fall 1995, the average of the most recent three fisca year
percentages will be used to test compliance. This percentage will be calculated
asthetotal in-state over the three years divided by the total enrollment.

Consequence for Not Complying With Two-Thirds In-State Enrollment
Restriction

If the datafor an institution shows an in-state percent less than 66.67 percent of
total FTE enrollment (or less than 60 percent for the Colorado School of Mines
or Western State College prior to July 1, 1997), then staff will formally request
an explanation and corrective action from theinstitution'sgoverning board, and a
discussion item for Commission review will be prepared.

8.04 Reporting Requirement

Thefinal sentence of 23-1-113.5 states:

8.04.01

8.04.02

Approved Policy

23-1-113.5. Commission directive - resident admissions. ... The
commission shall report to the general assembly on or before January 1,
1995, the policiesit has established pursuant to this section.
Legislative Report

Once adopted, Commission staff shall report to the general assembly on the
implementation of this policy.

Reports to the Commission
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Approved Policy

Upon receipt and final editing of the data specified in sections 8.01, 8.02, and
8.03, Commission staff shall prepare an analysis of the dataand prepare areport
for the Commission. Any institutionsfailing to meet the statutory language shall
be identified and a subsequent discussion item from the institution and/or its
board shall be prepared for Commission action.
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TABLEII

DISTRIBUTION OF APPLICANTSBY ACT AND GPA SCORES

Percent of Applicants
With Corresponding

ACT ACT or Higher
Score (FY 92 -- FY 94)
11 99.95%
12 99.83%
13 99.48%
14 98.68%
15 96.93%
16 94.22%
17 90.50%
18 85.34%
19 79.11%
20 72.00%
21 64.16%
22 55.65%
23 47.47%
24 39.34%
25 31.47%
26 24.20%
27 17.94%
28 12.68%
29 8.37%
30 5.25%
31 3.05%
32 1.55%
33 0.68%
34 0.22%
35 0.06%
36 0.01%

Approved Policy
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Percent of Applicants

High With Corresponding
School HS GPA or Higher
GPA (FY 92 -- FY 94)
1.5 99.61%
1.6 99.31%
1.7 98.88%
1.8 98.34%
1.9 97.55%
2.0 96.51%
2.1 94.99%
2.2 92.97%
2.3 90.68%
2.4 87.85%
25 84.56%
2.6 80.78%
2.7 76.47%
2.8 71.97%
2.9 66.71%
3.0 61.26%
3.1 55.24%
3.2 49.19%
3.3 43.01%
3.4 36.75%
3.5 30.63%
3.6 24.85%
3.7 19.49%
3.8 14.55%
3.9 9.87%
4.0 5.75%
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TABLE 111
EQUIVALENCY OF COMMISSION’S ADMISSIONS INDEX SCORE
High ACT Score Commission's Upper Average
School at Corr % Admission % of Number of
Class for COHS Index Applicant Fiscal Year
Rank Seniors Score Pool Applicants
90 27 114 23.5% 7,515
88 27 112 27.0% 8,633
86 26 109 32.7% 10,456
84 26 109 32.7% 10,456
82 25 107 37.1% 11,853
80 25 105 41.7% 13,321
78 25 103 46.5% 14,873
76 24 101 50.8% 16,249
74 24 100 53.5% 17,114
72 24 100 53.5% 17,114
70 23 96 61.9% 19,784
68 23 96 61.9% 19,784
66 23 95 64.6% 20,651
64 22 9 66.3% 21,193
62 22 94 66.3% 21,193
60 22 92 70.8% 22,648
58 22 92 70.8% 22,648
56 21 89 76.3% 24,391
54 21 89 76.3% 24,391
52 21 89 76.3% 24,391
50 21 87 79.3% 25,371
48 20 84 84.0% 26,864
46 20 83 85.5% 27,343
44 20 83 85.5% 27,343
42 20 83 85.5% 27,343
40 19 80 89.1% 28,487
38 19 80 89.1% 28,487
36 19 79 90.6% 28,959
34 19 79 90.6% 28,959
32 18 76 93.4% 29,855
30 18 74 94.7% 30,299
28 18 74 94.7% 30,299
26 18 72 96.1% 30,722
24 17 71 96.6% 30,884
22 17 71 96.6% 30,884
20 17 69 97.5% 31,169
18 17 69 97.5% 31,169
16 16 64 99.0% 31,655
14 16 63 99.2% 31,710
12 16 63 99.2% 31,710
10 15 59 99.6% 31,864
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TABLE IV
COMMISSION'SADMISSIONS STANDARDS FOR FIRST-TIME FRESHMEN

Adams State College* 80
Colorado School of Mines 110
Colorado State University 101
Fort Lewis College 80
Mesa State College* 80
Metropolitan State College** 76
University of Colorado at Boulder 103
University of Colorado at Colorado Springs 92
University of Colorado at Denver 93
University of Northern Colorado 92
University of Southern Colorado 80
Western State College 80

* Appliesto students admitted to four-year programs only.
*x Applies to admitted students 19 years of age and younger.

The index scores are effective beginning FY 1996-97 and remain in effect until the
Commission takes formal action to revise the index scores. There will be no phase-in
period, waivers, or exceptions.

Each institution will be accountablefor complying with thefollowing admission standard:

aminimum of 80 percent of its admitted first-time freshmen students, as defined in this
policy, must either meet the specified index score, the specified GED score, or participate
inthe non-traditional transcript pilot study. Aninstitution may useaternatecriteriafor no
more than 20 percent of admitted freshmen.

6.14 Penalties for Not Meeting the Standards (section replaces 6.14 on page I-F-13)

If an institution should admit more than 20 percent of firs-time freshmen studentswho do
not meet the freshmen standards in any academic year, the Commission shall assess a
financial penalty against the governing board. Such penalty shall be based on the number
of admitted students, regardiess of residency, exceeding the statutory 20 percent
limitation. The penalty will be calculated by multiplying the amount of state support
applicable in the fiscal year the students were enrolled times the number of students
admitted in excess of the window. The penalty is binding and may not be appeal ed.

If an ingtitution exceeds the 20 percent limitation for two consecutive years, the
Commission, in addition to the financial penalty, will adjust the institution’ sindex score
by lowering it to the next index level or the point at which the institution would comply
with the standards, whichever is lower.
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TABLEV
IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE FOR FIRST-TIME
FRESHMEN STANDARDS*

% of Fall 1985

First-Time

Freshmen Fal

Admits Below 1987** 1988-89  1989-90 1990-91 1991-92
the Standards Window Window Window Window Window

Five-Y ear Implementation
Colo State Univ 43.5%
Univ of Northern Colo 50.0%

Three-Y ear Implementation

Univ Colo-Bldr. 27.3%
Ft Lewis College 26.5%
Mesa State Coll 27.0%
Univ of So Colo 29.6%
Western St Coll 30.1%

Meet Standardsin fall 1985 or
Must Meet Standards fall 1987

Adams St Call 14.3%
Colo School Mines 1.7%
Metro St Coll 22.4%
Univ Co-Co Spgs. 14.7%

38.8% 34.1% 29.4%
44.0% 38.0% 32.0%  26.0%

24.9% 22.4% 20.0% -- --
24.3% 22.2% 20.0% -- --
24.7% 22.3% 20.0% -- --
26.4% 23.3% 20.0% -- --
26.7% 23.4% 20.0% -- --

20.0% - - - -

* Theimplementation schedul e is subject to change with the annual reconsideration of the data.

**  Because the datafor afull year of admission standards will be collected for the first timein
1986-87, the 1987-88 standards will be based on fall term only.

The new implementation schedulefor the University of Colorado at Denver will start with the 1990-
91 fiscal year. Inaddition, anew schedulefor Colorado State University will start with 1991-92 and
aone-year extension for the University of Northern Colorado has been approved. The schedulesare

1991-92

1992-93  1993-94 1994-95 1995-96

Window Window Window Window Window Window

shown below:

1990-91
Univ Co-Denver 51.7%
Colo State Univ base year%

Univ of Northern Colo no change

Approved Policy

45.4% 39.0% 32.7% 32.7% 26.4%
37.0% 31.0% 25.0% 25.0% 20.0%
26.0% 20.0% -- -- --
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TABLE VI
GPA REQUIREMENTS FOR STUDENTS
WITH 12 - 29 COLLEGIATE
SEMESTER CREDIT HOURS

RECEIVING INSTITUTION

High Admission Selective Moderately
Institutions Institutions Selective
SPENDING Institutions
INSTITUTION CSM, CSU UCCS, UNC ASC, Mesa, FLC,
UCB, UCD Metro, WSC, USC
High Admission
Requirements
CSM, CSU, UCB, UCD 2.00 GPA 2.0 GPA 2.0 GPA
Sdlective
Institutions
UCCS, UNC 2.5 GPA 2.0 GPA 2.0 GPA
Moderately
Sdlective
ASC,* Fort Lewis
Mesa,* Metro,
Western, USC 2.5 GPA 2.5 GPA 2.0 GPA
Open Community
Colleges 2.5 GPA 2.5 GPA 2.0 GPA
All Other
Institutions 2.5 GPA 2.5 GPA 2.0 GPA

*  The same transfer standards apply to the two-year programs at these institutions.
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TABLE VII
TRANSFER ADMITS BELOW TRANSFER STANDARDS

% of Fall 1985

Transfer Admits
Below the Standards

HIGH

Colorado School of Mines 7.1%

University of Colorado-Boulder 10.2%

Colorado State University 12.0%
SELECTIVE

University of Colorado-Colorado Springs 9.5%

University of Colorado-Denver 5.8%

University of Northern Colorado 22.1%
MODERATELY SELECTIVE

Adams State College 23.4%

Fort Lewis College 21.0%

Mesa State College N/A*

University of Southern Colorado N/A*

Western State College 23.2%
MODIFIED OPEN

Metropolitan State College N/A*

* Not available -- Data was not provided by the institution.
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TECHNICAL APPENDIX

Thisappendix describesthe data collected and the analysis stepsthat were used in devel oping the CCHE
Admission Index adopted by the Colorado Commission on Higher Educationin October 1986. Thefirst
section defines the data el ementsthat were collected, describing the devel opment and review process, the
file layout, and problems encountered during thisfirst cycle of collecting the data. The second section
describes the anal ytical method used, describing the steps of the analysis, displaying the actual results,
and identifying remaining problems. Finally, summaries of the population on the admission index are
presented, along with a description of future steps.

Undergraduate Applicant File Data

In May 1985, the Commission began to develop a database to support the development of statewide
admission standards. A committee of governing board representatives met with Commission staff
throughout that summer, and thefinal dataformat was approved by the Commission at the November 1,
1985 Commission meeting. The dataelementsfor the Undergraduate Applicant File (UAF) areshownin
TableA. Thefull description for thisfileis provided in the Student Unit-Record Data System Manual,
and a summary of the definitions for each field isgiven in Table B.

Generaly, the UAF was designed to provide data about all new undergraduate applicants to each
Colorado public, four-year institution. Thisincludesall students classified as undergraduatesthat apply
for admission to the institution, whether or not they are accepted for enrollment or actually enroll.
Studentswith abachelor's degree, even if they plan to enroll in an undergraduate program, are excluded
from thisfile.

All of the studentson thisfile, therefore, will be classified by theinstitution asfirst-time, first-time other,
or transfer students. First-time students are students that have not previously attended a postsecondary
education institution. First-time, other students may have previously attended a college, but they are not
intending to apply any creditstoward adegree. Finally, transfer students are studentsthat have attended
another college and areintending to transfer creditstoward adegree program at thereceiving institution.

Studentsare also classified by level. For the UAF, only undergraduate students should be reported, and
depending on the Registration Status, only certain combinations of Student Level and Registration Status
arelegal. Table C showsthe combinationsfor thethreetypes of studentsthat were analyzed during this
project:

1) first-time freshmen
2) transfer students
3) special students

In addition, other selectionswere criteriaused. At Adams State College (A SC) and Mesa State College
(MC), students are enrolled into either a four-year program or a two-year program. Since only the
four-year program students are subject to admission standards, the two-year program students were
excluded from further analysis. (Note, astudent at ASC or MC moving from atwo-year programinto a
four-year program must be reported as atransfer student and will be subject to the admission standards
for transfer students.)
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At Metropolitan State College (MSC), an exemption to admission standards is provided in statute for
non-traditional students. The definition for non-traditional studentsisall students of age 20 or older as
of the first day of classes, and these students were excluded from further analysis.

The Admission Status variabl e indi cates whether an applicant was accepted by theinstitution and if, after
being accepted, the student enrolled. Calculations of the statewide admission index are based on the
pool of all applicants, whether or not they were accepted by aninstitution for enrollment. Theevauation
of aninstitution's admissions data, however, isbased on all students that were accepted, whether or not
they later enrolled, since thisisthe only group under the control of the institution; an institution cannot
determine which students will apply and which accepted students will actually enroll.

The UAF data was collected for fall 1985 from twelve public, four-year institutions (the UC-Health
Sciences Center is not included since they don't admit first-time undergraduates). Tapes were due by
March 15, 1986, but as this was the first year this data was requested, it was not submitted by all
institutionsuntil late April. Inaddition, dataerrorsand misunderstandings of the datarequested required
the resubmission of most tapes. Many of these reporting problems were expected since thisisthefirst
time such data has been requested; at someinstitutions the data to be reported had not previously been
collected. Inthefuture, it isexpected that the data collection process will proceed more smoothly and
that the data will be avail able soon after the close of registration for each term.

Analytical Method

The construction of the statewide admission index followed amulti-step process. First, the UAF datafor
al first-timefreshmenin fall 1985 that were applying for entrance to afour-year program, and who were
not non-traditional students at MSC, were selected into a separate analysis file. Then the Student
Identification Numbersfor this sample were used to make surethat all duplicate entries were excluded.
Thisunduplicated file was then used to construct two separateindices. (1) the High School Performance
Index (HS Index), and (2) the Standardized Test Index (ST Index). The HS Index is based on high
school grade point average (GPA) and high school classrank, whilethe ST Index isbased on composite
ACT and total SAT scores.

For each index, a concordance was developed between the two basic measures. In other words, an
equivalent rangeof SAT scoreswas computed for each ACT score and an equivalent range of classranks
was computed for each high school GPA. The scores for each index were scaled to have a mean and
median of 50 and a standard deviation of 10. To compute the Admission Index score for astudent, the
separate HS Index and ST Index scores are each computed and then added together. The distribution of
Admission Index scores, therefore, has a mean of 100.

The basic analytical method used for building the concordance tables was equipercentile matching
(Chronbach, 1960.) Basicaly, this method consists of aprocess of matching the cumulative frequency
distributions of two variables that are present for every record. The scores that produce the nearest
possible equivalence of the respective cumulative frequency distributions are "matched” to each other.
The actual concordances for HS GPA to rank and ACT to SAT are given in the following sections.

Concordance for High School GPA and High School Rank

The high school performance data consists of astudent's high school GPA, as reported on the student's
transcript, and the student'sreported rank in class. For these cal culations, an unduplicated headcount file
was selected. All recordsthat had datafor both HS GPA and Rank were selected, for atotal of 18,615
records. All HS GPA vaueswere rounded to the nearest single decimal point and all rank valueswere
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rounded to the nearest whole number. Table D summarizesthe basic calculationsfor thisconcordance.
Thefirst three columns show the frequency and cumul ative frequency distribution of the HS GPA scores
reported on the file. Note that a GPA of 1.1 was the lowest GPA reported for any of these students.

Thelast four columns give thelow and high rank values corresponding to each GPA score. Sincethere
are 100 possible rank values and only 40 possible GPA scores, arange of ranks corresponding to each
GPA isnecessary. Thefirstlow rank valueisset at 1, each additional low rank valueissimply set to one
more than the high rank value in the previousinterval. The high rank values are selected such that the
cumulative frequency of all scores through that rank value is as close as possible to the cumulative
frequency of the corresponding HS GPA score.

For example, therank interval correspondingto aHS GPA of 2.0is18thru21. Therank vaue18isone
morethan 17, the high rank of the previousinterval. Thisrank interval givesacumulativefrequency of
1,231, compared to a cumulative frequency for a2.0 GPA of 1,207. Figure A plotsthetwo cumulative
frequency distributions. As can be seen in the figure, the two distributions are very similar.

The correlation of HS GPA to Rank was .89, so there was a strong relationship in the data between the
two measures. However, when complete fiscal year data is available (that is, data for the summer
through the spring terms) the actual concordance may change. In addition, it will be important to
recheck this concordance over time to make sure that the relationship does not change.

High School Performance Index

Oncethe HS GPA concordance was computed, the High School Performance Index (HS Index) could be
computed. The unduplicated datawas used. For each student reporting arank, an equivalent HS GPA
score was computed by looking up the appropriate value from Table D. A new variable was then
computed equal to the maximum of the reported HS GPA or the equivalent GPA from the rank. For
students with only a GPA or arank score that was the reported value, but students with both scores got
the benefit of the higher score.

The cumulative frequency distribution of this calculated value was then equivalenced, using
eguipercentile matching, to atheoretical T distribution. A T distributionisanormal distribution with a
mean of 50 and astandard deviation of 10. Theresult of thismatchingisgivenin TableE. Each T score
was rounded to the nearest whole number to make the table easier to use and to report. Thistablegives
theHS GPA, Rank intervals, the Index score, and the frequency distribution of the unduplicated records
on the file with these scores. The final column gives the cumulative percent of the population for each
score.

ACT to SAT Concordance

The calculation of a concordance of SAT scores to ACT scores was done very similarly to the
calculations for the GPA to Rank concordances. The unduplicated headcount file from all twelve
institutions was used. Records were selected for students reporting both ACT and SAT scores, 6,762
records, and cumulative frequency distributions were computed. If ACT scores were computed by
averaging ACT subtest scores, then the ACT score was rounded to the nearest whole number.

There is, however, a potentially serious problem with this data. The UAF data provides for the
collection of subtest scoresfor boththe ACT and SAT testsin casefuture analysesrequirethisadditional
information. Where only the subtest scores arereported, the ACT compositeiscomputed asthe average
of the four ACT subtests and the SAT total is computed as the sum of the two SAT subtests. The
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problem arises for students that take either the ACT or the SAT multiple times. It is common for
admission offices to use the highest score from multiple administrations of a standardized test, and the
instructions for the UAF indicated that was the correct procedure to use in reporting.

The Commission staff assumed that all of the reported subtest scores would be reported from the same
test administration. Some schools however, have a standard practice of using the highest individual
subtest scores, possibly from multiple test administrations, and these were the scores that they reported.
Inthiscase, it isnot possibleto compute an actual composite score since the reported subtest scores may
not be from the same test administration. Other institutions reported all data from the same test
administration. The average standardized test scoresfor aninstitution reporting maximum subtest scores
will be higher than the average that would be computed from single administration scores. In future
years, all institutions have agreed to report the data from single administrations of the test so that all
reported subtest scoreswill be from the test administration with the highest overall score. Theeffect, if
any, of this data reporting change will have to be very carefully monitored.

The correlation between ACT and SAT scoresin this data set was quite high, .86. The concordanceis
shownin TableF. Thistableisvery similar to Table D. Thereisarange of SAT scores equivalent to
each ACT score. A plot of the cumulative frequency distributionsis given in Figure B.

An alternative computation method for the ACT to SAT concordance was investigated before the
concordancein Table Fwasfinalized. Dr. JamesMaxey of the American College Testing officein lowa
City volunteered their resourcesto construct the concordance. They used afitting procedureutilizing an
analytical method called cubic splines. Thetablefrom that concordance and the oneillustratedin Table
F, however, were very similar, especially in the mid range where most of the datalies. Whilethe ACT
methodology may be dlightly more accurate, there were several advantagesto staying with the simpler
methodol ogy:

1) the concordancesin Tables D and F areall done using Lotus 123; by using that methodol ogy, the
analysis can be done as often as necessary without having to generate a tape and mailing it to
lowa City; also, in future iterations, it might become necessary to pay them for the analysis,

2) in addition, the Lotus 123 files can be shared with institutional and governing board staffs, so
they will be able to duplicate the tables, and finally,

3) since the concordances for GPA and Rank were done with Lotus 123, it was decided that it
would be better to use the same methodology for both scales.

If a version of the cubic spline methodology is developed in the future that could be run by the
Commission staff, then it could be used as an alternative cal cul ation method for statewide concordances.

Standardized Test Score Index

The calculation of the Standardized Test ScoreIndex (ST Index) iscomputed, smilarly tothe HS Index,
by calculating an ACT equivalent scorefor every student reporting an SAT score. For studentswith both
scores, the maximum between their ACT and the ACT equivalent score is used. The cumulative
frequency distribution of these scoresis computed and equivalencedtoaT distribution. Thiscalculation
and theresulting look up tableisgivenin Table G. The cumulative frequency distribution of the 24,610
students on the fall 1985 fileisalso shown in Table G, aswell asthe cumulative percent distributions.

CCHE Admission Index
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The CCHE Admission Index, finally, iscomputed by adding together the HS Index and ST Index scores
for astudent. The mean and median of the Admission Index is100. TheHSand ST Indiceshavea0.5
correlation with each other and the standard deviation of the Admission Index is 16.67.

The Admission Index score for each student on the database can be computed by looking up the index
scoresin Tables F and H and summing them. Table H shows the distribution of these sumsin amatrix
format. Thismatrix showsthe "contour lines' for each Admission Index score. Thematrix in TableH
also illustrates the compensatory nature of the admission index. For example, a score of 100 can be
arrived at withan ACT of 11 and aHS GPA of 4.0 at one extreme, or withan ACT of 34 and aHS GPA
of 1.1 at the other extreme.

The distribution of the Admission Index score on the fall 1985 dataisgivenin Tablel. Tablel also
displaysequivalent Rank and ACT valuesfor each score. Thistableillustratesan attempt to tiedifferent
levelsof the Admission Index to the student population. Since Rank isdirectly related to the high school
population, it ischosen for the HS Index measure. Similarly, sincethe ACT test isthe dominant test for
Colorado high school graduates, it is chosen as the measure for the ST Index. The distribution of the
ACT test scores for 1985 Colorado high school graduates is known. The ACT score from that
distribution, corresponding to each rank, isthen used. For example, studentswith arank of 75 areinthe
upper 25 percent of their class. The corresponding ACT score for the upper 25 percent of the ACT
distribution is 24 and the corresponding Admission Index scoreis 102; therewere 13,221 studentsin the
fall 1985 data with a score of 102 or higher.
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TABLEA
FILE FORMAT FOR THE UNDERGRADUATE APPLICANT FILE

FIELD START END
MODULE NUMBER FIELD NAME LEN COL COL
IDENT 1 Record Type 1 1 1
2 Institution Code 4 2 5
3 Report Period3 6 8
4 Student Identif. Number 9 9 17
DEMO 5 Sex 1 18 18
6 Date of Birth 6 19 24
7 Ethnicity 1 25 25
ENROLL 8 Student Level 2 26 27
9 Tuition Classification 1 28 28
10 Major 6 29 34
11 Major Sequence No. 2 35 36
DETAIL 12 Registration Status 1 37 37
13 State 2 38 39
14 County 3 40 42
15 Y ear of HS Graduation 2 43 44
16 Admission Status 1 45 45
17 Program Type Indicator 1 46 46
18 Internat'l Transcript 1 47 47
19 H.S. Code 6 48 53
20 H.S. GPA--Transcript 3 54 56
21 H.S. GPA--Academic 3 57 59
22 H.S. Rank 3 60 62
23 ACT: Composite 4 63 66
24 ACT: English 2 67 68
25 ACT: Math 2 69 70
26 ACT: Natural Science 2 71 72
27 ACT: Social Science 2 73 74
28 SAT: Verbd 3 75 77
29 SAT: Math 3 78 80
30 GED Score 2 81 82
31 Date of Last Attendance 4 83 86
32 Transfer GPA 3 87 89
33 Transfer GPA--Crdt Hr. 3 90 92
34 Level Prior to Transfer 2 93 94
35 Degree Prior to Trans 1 95 95
36 Colo Guaranteed Trans 1 96 96
37 Trans. Inst. Code 4 97 100
38 Transfer Instit Name 28 101 128
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Record Type
Institution Code
Report Period
Student Identification

Number

Sex
Date of Birth

Ethnicity

Student Level

Tuition Classification

Major

Magjor Sequence No.

Registration Status

State

County

Approved Policy

TABLEB
DEFINITIONS OF UAF DATA FIELDS
Code that identifies record as part of the Undergraduate Applicant File
Code that uniquely identifies the reporting institution
Code that identifies the term, either summer, fall, winter, or spring
Code that uniquely identifies each student reported, usually the social
security number
Codeto indicate if student ismale or female
Birth date for the student, used to determine the student's age

Codeto indicate the student's self-reported ethnicity, either non-resident
alien, black, Hispanic, Asian, American Indian, white, or unreported

Code to indicate the enrollment level of the student, for example,
freshmen, sophomore, junior, senior, special student, or unclassified

Codeto indicate if the student is classified as an in-state or out-of-state
student for tuition purposes

A six-digit code that identifies the CCHE approved degree program that
the student is applying for, the code may also indicate an undeclared
maj or

A CCHE assigned code that is occasionally needed to distinguish
between approved mgjors at an institution

Codeto indicate if the student is applying as a first-time student or as a
transfer student

The state the student was living in before applying to the institution

If the student lived in Colorado, the county the student was living in
before applying to the institution
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Y ear of HS Graduation

Admission Status

Program Type Indicator

International Tran-
script

H.S. Code

H.S. GPA--Transcript

H.S. GPA--Academic

H.S. Rank

ACT: Composite

ACT: English

ACT: Math

ACT: Natural Science
ACT: Socia Science
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TABLEB
DEFINITIONS OF UAF DATA FIELDS
(Continued)

The year that the student graduated from high school, the code aso
indicatesif the student never graduated or has a GED

Code that indicates how far the student got in the application process, for
example, applied but was not accepted, accepted but never enrolled, or
enrolled

Codethat indicatesif the student applied or was accepted into afour-year
or two-year program (on the UAF, this applies only to Adams State
College and Mesa State College); or if the student isin a summer only
program, or an off-campus degree program

Code, to be collected for the first timein fall 1986, that indicates if the
student attended high school or college in aforeign country and that the
transcripts for that student are not equivalent to an American transcript

Code assigned by ACT for the high school last attended; if the student
attended high school in a state other than Colorado, then the first two
digits of the code are used to indicate the state of the high school

The high school grade point average reported on the student's high school
transcript

An academic grade point average, calculated from the academic courses
taken in high school; thisfield is currently used only by Colorado State
University

The high school rank reported on the student's transcript

The composite score from the ACT if the student took the test; if the test
was taken multiple times, then the highest score can be reported

The ACT subtest scores, the reported scores must all be from the same
administration of the test
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SAT: Verba
SAT: Math

GED Score

Date of Last Attendance

Transfer GPA

Transfer GPA -- Credit
Hour

Level Prior to Transfer

Degree Prior to Transfer

Colorado Guaranteed
Transfer

Trans. Inst. Code

Transfer Institution
Name
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TABLEB
DEFINITIONS OF UAF DATA FIELDS
(Continued)

The verbal and math scores from the SAT if the student took the test; if
the test was taken multiple times, then the highest score can be reported,;
both reported scores must be from the same administration of the test

The GED scoreif the student took the test, collected for thefirst timein
fall 1986

The date of last college attendanceif the student has previoudly attended
acollege

The cumulative grade point average in previous college courses

The number of credit hours of college courses previously completed
The student level of the student at the college previously attended

The highest degree level completed prior to transfer, for example, an
associate degree

Code to indicate if the student transferred under the conditions of a
CCHE approved guaranteed transfer program

A codeidentifying the postsecondary institution previously attended; for
students moving from atwo-year program to afour-year program at ASC
or MC, or for students applying for degree status after previously
attending the same institution as a special student or extended studies
student, this code would be identical to the receiving institution's code

If theinstitutional code for the sending institution is not known, then the
name of the sending institution is reported
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TABLEC
VALID STUDENT TYPES
BY REGISTRATION STATUS AND STUDENT LEVEL
FOR THE UNDERGRADUATE APPLICANT FILE

REGISTRATION
STATUS

FIRST-TIME FIRST-TIME TRANSFER

OTHER
1 2 3
11 FRESHMAN first-time freshmen t
r
12 *kkkkkkk kkkkkkkkkkk a
13 2ND YEAR THRU 4TH YEAR ******%xx KkkkhkkkhkhKk n
STUDENT 14 *kkkkkkk Kkkkkkkhkhk s
LEVEL f
e
15 UNCLASSIFIED r

19 SPECIAL W/O BACHELOR'S special students *

The blocked out cells in the matrix represent illegal combinations of Student Level and Registration
Status.
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TABLED
GPA/RANK CONVERSION TABLE FROM FALL, 1985 DATA

HS GPA RANK EQUIVALENTS TO GPA VALUES
SCORES FREQ CUM FREQ LOW HIGH FREQ CUM FREQ
0.1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.3 0 0 0 0 0 0
04 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.6 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.7 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.8 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.9 0 0 0 0 0 0
1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0
11 18 18 1 1 19 19
12 13 31 2 2 19 38
13 30 61 3 3 26 64
14 39 100 4 4 30 94
15 71 171 5 6 76 170
16 86 257 7 8 81 251
1.7 128 385 9 10 126 377
1.8 219 604 11 14 250 627
19 244 848 15 17 198 825
2.0 359 1,207 18 21 406 1,231
21 444 1,651 22 26 455 1,686
2.2 497 2,148 27 30 550 2,236
2.3 771 2,919 31 36 681 2,917
24 706 3,625 37 40 686 3,603
2.5 811 4,436 41 46 791 4,394
2.6 914 5,350 47 51 989 5,383
2.7 909 6,259 52 56 875 6,258
2.8 1,170 7,429 57 61 1,236 7,494
29 1,062 8,491 62 66 1,002 8,496
3.0 1,168 9,659 67 70 1,183 9,679
31 1,115 10,774 71 75 1,125 10,804
3.2 1,015 11,789 76 79 987 11,791
33 1,153 12,942 80 82 1,088 12,879
34 1,004 13,946 83 86 1,145 14,024
35 935 14,881 87 89 849 14,873
3.6 880 15,761 90 91 895 15,768
3.7 705 16,466 92 93 645 16,413
3.8 876 17,342 94 96 985 17,398
3.9 681 18,023 97 98 699 18,097
4.0 592 18,615 99 100 _ 518 18,615
18,615 18,615
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GPA RANK  RANK

11 1
12 2
13 3
14 4
15 5
16 7
1.7 9
18 11
1.9 15
2.0 18
21 22
2.2 27
2.3 31
24 37
2.5 41
2.6 47
2.7 52
2.8 57
2.9 62
3.0 67
3.1 71
3.2 76
3.3 80
3.4 83
3.5 87
3.6 90
3.7 92
3.8 94
3.9 97
4.0 99
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TABLEE
HIGH SCHOOL PERFORMANCE TABLE

HS-INDEX

17.0
18.0
19.0
21.0
23.0
25.0
27.0
29.0
30.0
32.0
34.0
36.0
38.0
39.0
41.0
42.0
44.0
45.0
47.0
48.0
50.0
51.0
53.0
55.0
56.0
58.0
60.0
62.0
65.0
68.0

|-F-40

MAX HSDISTRIBUTION

FREQ

8

14

14

30
48
68
119
233
221
387
489
600
924
735
1,127
1,165
1,137
1,590
1,362
1,560
1,512
1,557
1,583
1,520
1,305
1,334
1,049
1,561
1,140
992

25,384

CUM FREQ CUM %

8

22

36

66

114
182
301
534
755
1,142
1,631
2,231
3,155
3,890
5,017
6,182
7.319
8,909
10,271
11,831
13,343
14,900
16,483
18,003
19,308
20,642
21,691
23,252
24,392
5,384

0.02%
0.06%
0.11%
0.20%
0.35%
0.58%
0.95%
1.64%
2.54%
3.74%
5.46%
7.61%
10.61%
13.88%
17.54%
22.06%
26.59%
31.97%
37.78%
43.54%
49.59%
55.63%
61.82%
67.93%
73.49%
78.69%
83.39%
88.53%
93.85%
98.05%
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ACT/SAT CONVERSION TABLE FROM FALL, 1985 DATA

TABLEF

ACT SAT EQUIVALENTSTO ACT VALUES
SCORES FREQ CUM FREQ LOW HIGH FREQ CUM FREQ
1 0 0
2 0 0
3 0 0
4 0 0
5 0 0
6 2 2 400 500 2 2
7 5 7 510 520 5 7
8 8 15 530 550 8 15
9 6 21 560 560 2 17
10 23 44 570 600 28 45
11 23 67 610 610 18 63
12 43 110 620 640 44 107
13 58 168 650 660 50 157
14 72 240 670 690 76 233
15 95 335 700 720 104 337
16 127 462 730 750 123 460
17 186 648 760 780 162 622
18 213 861 790 810 212 834
19 268 1,129 820 850 336 1,170
20 335 1,464 860 880 315 1,485
21 387 1,851 890 910 357 1,842
22 432 2,283 920 940 388 2,230
23 534 2,817 950 980 536 2,766
24 653 3,470 990 1,020 627 3,393
25 634 4,104 1,030 1,070 753 4,146
26 584 4,688 1,080 1,110 577 4,723
27 580 5,268 1,120 1,150 523 5,246
28 510 5,778 1,160 1,200 542 5,788
29 404 6,182 1,210 1,250 386 6,174
30 283 6,465 1,260 1,310 297 6,471
31 173 6,638 1,320 1,350 157 6,628
32 92 6,730 1,360 1,430 105 6,733
33 25 6,755 1,440 1,470 23 6,756
34 7 6,762 1,480 1,490 6 6,762
35 0 6.762 1,500 1,600 0 6,762
36 _ 0 6,762 -
6,762 6,762
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TABLEG
STANDARDIZED TEST SCORE TABLE

MAX ST DISTRIBUTION

LOW HIGH

ACT SAT SAT  ST-INDEX FREQ CUMFREQ CUM %
1to6 400 500 23.0 94 94 0.38%
7 510 520 26.0 120 214 0.87%
8 530 550 27.0 131 345 1.14%
9 560 560 29.0 191 536 1.79%
10 570 600 31.0 253 789 2.69%
11 610 610 32.0 306 1,095 3.83%
12 620 640 34.0 428 1,523 5.32%
13 650 660 35.0 502 2,025 7.21%
14 670 690 37.0 591 2,616 9.43%
15 700 720 38/0 648 3,264 11.95%
16 730 750 40.0 766 4,030 14.82%
17 760 780 41.0 857 4,887 18.12%
18 790 810 420 1,079 5,966 22.05%
19 820 850 440 1,257 7,223 26.80%
20 860 880 450 1,318 8,541 32.03%
21 890 910 47.0 1,409 8,950 37.57%
22 920 940 48.0 1,503 11,453 43.48%
23 950 980 500 1,791 13,244 50.18%
24 990 1020 520 1910 15,154 57.70%
25 1030 1070 540 2,129 17,283 65.90%
26 1080 1110 56.0 1,819 19,102 73.92%
27 1120 1150 59.0 1,538 20,640 80.74%
28 1160 1200 61.0 1429 22,069 86.77%
29 1210 1250 64.0 1,049 23,118 91.81%
30 1260 1310 67.0 756 23,874 95.47%
31 1320 1350 70.0 394 24,268 97.81%
32 1360 1430 74.0 258 24,526 99.13%
33 1440 1470 79.0 66 24,592 99.79%
34 1480 1490 83.0 10 24,602 99.95%
35t0 36 1500 1600 86.0 _ 8 24,610 99.98%
24,610
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TABLEH
MATRIX OF ADMISSION INDEX VALUES

Thistableisnot available on the Web
(To obtain a copy, cal CCHE)
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Concordance Table
for
Converting Composite Scores from the Current ACT Assessment
into
Equivaent Composite Scores on the Enhanced ACT Assessment

The American College Testing Program has provided a concordance table that can be used to convert ACT scores
from the original ACT assessment into equivalent scores on the new enhanced ACT assessment. This concordance
table was used in preparing the new admissions index matrix. Some institutions may want to convert all their ACT
scores into enhanced ACT equivalents. The concordance table that should be used if such a conversion isdoneis
given below:

Composite score Composite score
on current on Enhanced
ACT Assessment ACT Assessment

1 3

2 5

3 7

4 9

5 11

6 11

7 12

8 13

9 14
10 14
11 15
12 16
13 17
14 17
15 18
16 19
17 19
18 20
19 21
20 21
21 22
22 23
23 24
24 25
25 26
26 27
27 28
28 29
29 30
30 31
31 32
32 33
33 34
34 35
35 36
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TABLEI
DISTRIBUTION OF ADMISSION INDEX SCORES FOR FALL 1985

ACT SCORE NO OF
UPPER AT CORR PERCENT APPLICANTS
% BY % FOR CO EQUIV OF TOTAL AT THISLEVEL
RANK HS SENIOR INDEX POOL OR ABOVE
1% 31 138 99% 322
2% 30 132 98% 991
3% 29 129 96% 1,483
4% 29 126 94% 2,101
5% 28 123 91% 2,795
6% 28 123 91% 2,795
7% 27 119 87% 4,065
8% 27 119 87% 4,065
9% 27 117 84% 4,788
10% 27 117 84% 4,788
11% 26 112 7% 7,284
12% 26 112 7% 7,284
13% 26 112 7% 7,284
14% 26 111 74% 7,705
15% 25 109 70% 8,970
16% 25 109 70% 8,970
17% 25 109 70% 8,970
18% 25 107 66% 10,085
19% 25 107 66% 10,085
20% 24 105 62% 11,298
21% 24 103 58% 12,627
22% 24 103 58% 12,627
23% 24 103 58% 12,627
24% 24 103 58% 12,627
25% 24 102 55% 13,221
26% 23 100 50% 14,562
27% 23 100 50% 14,562
28% 23 100 50% 14,562
29% 23 100 50% 14,562
30% 23 98 46% 15,838
31% 23 98 45% 15,838
32% 22 96 41% 16,979
33% 22 96 41% 16,979
34% 22 95 39% 17,736
35% 22 95 39% 17,736
36% 22 95 39% 17,736
37% 22 95 39% 17,736
38% 21 94 37% 18,293
39% 21 92 33% 19,576
40% 21 92 33% 19,576
41% 21 92 33% 19,576
42% 21 92 33% 19,576
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TABLE |
(continued)
DISTRIBUTION OF ADMISSION INDEX SCORES FOR FALL 1985

ACT SCORE NO OF
UPPER AT CORR PERCENT APPLICANTS
% BY % FOR CO EQUIV OF TOTAL AT THISLEVEL
RANK HS SENIOR INDEX POOL OR ABOVE

43% 21 92 33% 19,576
44% 20 89 27% 21,247
45% 20 89 27% 21,247
46% 20 89 27% 21,247
47% 20 89 27% 21,247
48% 20 87 22% 22,164
49% 20 87 22% 22,164
50% 19 86 21% 22,713
51% 19 86 21% 22,713
52% 19 86 21% 22,713
53% 19 86 21% 22,713
54% 19 85 19% 23,199
55% 19 85 19% 23,199
56% 19 85 10% 23,199
57% 18 83 16% 24,014
58% 18 83 16% 24,014
59% 18 83 16% 24,104
60% 18 81 13% 24,768
61% 18 81 13% 24,768
62% 17 80 12% 25,073
63% 17 80 12% 25,073
64% 17 79 11% 25,439
65% 17 79 11% 25,439
66% 17 79 11% 25,439
67% 17 79 1% 25,439
68% 16 78 9% 25,714
69% 16 76 8% 26,263
70% 16 76 8% 26,263
71% 16 76 8% 26,263
2% 16 76 8% 26,263
73% 15 74 6% 26,643
74% 15 72 4% 27,053
75% 15 72 4% 27,053
76% 15 72 4% 27,053
1% 15 72 4% 27,053
78% 14 69 3% 27,439
79% 14 69 3% 27,439
80% 14 69 3% 27,439
81% 14 69 3% 27,439
82% 13 65 2% 27,787
83% 13 65 2% 27,787
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TABLE |
(continued)
DISTRIBUTION OF ADMISSION INDEX SCORES FOR FALL 1985

ACT SCORE NO OF
UPPER AT CORR PERCENT APPLICANTS
% BY % FOR CO EQUIV OF TOTAL AT THISLEVEL
RANK HS SENIOR INDEX POOL OR ABOVE

84% 13 65 2% 27,787
85% 13 65 2% 27,787
86% 12 63 1% 27,905
87% 12 63 1% 27,905
88% 12 63 1% 27,905
89% 12 61 1% 28,002
90% 11 59 0% 28,058
91% 11 57 0% 28,087
92% 11 57 0% 28,087
93% 10 54 0% 28,131
94% 10 54 0% 28,131
95% 9 50 0% 28,148
96% 9 48 0% 28,153
97% 8 46 0% 28,154
98% 7 44 0% 28,157
99% 6 40 0% 28,159
100% 6 40 0% 28,159
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FIGURE A
HIGH SCHOOL GPA VERSUS EQUIVALENT RANKS

Thistableisnot available on the Web
(To obtain a copy, call CCHE)
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FIGURE B
ACT SCORES VERSUS EQUIVALENT SAT SCORES

Thistableisnot available on the Web
(To obtain a copy, cal CCHE)
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